cc è sos 3 
No man has ever come with similar to what you've come 
with but that he was met with hostility.” This is how 


oh) 


Waragah Ibn Nawfal described to the Prophet # the 


awaited reaction of his people to the da'wah. Waraqah’s 


hope was to be with the Prophet + when the Prophet 





would be expelled, but Waraqah never lived to that time. 


The Prophet # afterward began the mission for which 
he was sent by Allah &. His people responded with great 
hostility. They claimed he was a sorcerer, a liar, a madman, 
a poet, a bewitched man, a storyteller, an impersonator, 
. although they had considered 
him before to be truthful and trustworthy! They offered 
him kingship, women, and wealth, but he rejected it 
all due to his purity and for the sake of his Lord. ‘They 
plotted to murder him or expel him, but Allah plotted 
against his enemies and ordered His Messenger $ to 
leave the most blessed place on the Earth — Makkah — for 


a new abode in al-Madinah. 


amongst other claims.. 


A state was established with the Prophet 2} 


armies of fighters against the caravans of the mushrikin, 
events that led to the Great Battle of Badr. The mushrikin 
were enraged and dispatched their envoys and battalions, 






directing its 


and soon the Muslims were are at war with the mushrik 
Arab and Bedouin tribes of the Arabian Peninsula and the 
Jews and hypocrites of al-Madinah. As the prophetic state 
grew in strength, the envy and rage of the kuffar grew into 
the Battle of al-Ahzab (“the Parties”). The Jews plotted 


with the hypocrites and convinced various Arab tribes to 
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attack al-Madinah while they would cause turmoil from 
within. Quraysh, Kinanah, and their allies advanced from 
the south. Ghatafan, its clans, and allies advanced from 
the East. Their numbers reached ten thousand fighters 
and they held al-Madinah under siege for a month, while 
the Muslims were greatly outnumbered. But the patience 
they endured in the face of war, fear, hunger, and weather, 
led to the Muslims’ victory and the good prophetic news 
that henceforth they would be on the offense and the 
mushrikin on the defense.’ 


The New Ahzab 


Just as the Companions had to face coalitions of various 
Jewish, pagan, and hypocrite parties in the battle of al- 
Ahzab, the Muslims of the Islamic State face various 
coalitions of kuffar having a common interest in seeing 
the Khilatah destroyed. And just as the Companions 
reaction to the parties was one of faith, {And when the 
believers saw the parties, they said, “This is what Allah 
and His Messenger had promised us, and Allah and His 
Messenger spoke the truth.” And it increased them only 
in faith and acceptance} [Al-Ahzab: 22], so too should the 
reaction of the Muslims be when seeing these numerous 
coalitions gathering and mobilizing. Here we attempt to 
provide some insight into the different coalitions so that 
the Muslim can strive to oppose them in word and deed 


1 Allah & described the events of this decisive battle in verses 9-27 of Strat al-Ahzab for 
the believer to reflect upon. 


ls SCEE = airstrikes 
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as “whoever imitates a people is from them” [Reported 
by Imām Ahmad and Abū Dāwūd from Ibn ‘Umar] and 
so that {the way of the criminals will become evident} 


[Al-An’am: 55]. 
The Crusader Coalition 


Although this coalition might appear new, it manifested 
in “2001” in what was known as “Operation Enduring 
It quickly expanded to the Philippines, the 
Horn of Africa, the Trans Sahara, and the Caucasus. 
In “2003,” the crusaders then launched a second 
campaign known as “Operation Iraqi Freedom.” This 


Freedom.” 


was followed by a third campaign known as “Operation 
Inherent Resolve” launched in “2014” in both Iraq and 
Syria against the Islamic State. None of these various 
campaigns were successful in preventing the revival of the 
Khilafah nor its continuity nor its expansion. Rather it 
was the Khilafah that endured with inherent resolve, a 
result of its tawhid and wala and bara’. 


The new crusader coalition for Iraq and Syria — 
“Operation Inherent Resolve” — officially includes the 
following countries and entities: 


Albania, the Arab League, Australia, Austria, Bahrain, 
Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, 
Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Egypt, 
Estonia, the European Union, Finland, France, Georgia, 
Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Iraq, Ireland, 
Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kosovo, Kuwait, Latvia, Lebanon, 
Lithuania, Luxembourg, Macedonia, Moldova, 
Montenegro, Morocco, ‘The Netherlands, New Zealand, 


2 Note: The various campaign names are those given to the operation by the Americans. 
Other crusader nations have given their own operations within these campaigns other titles. 








= 
The African ae Nae Pana ici and 


E Eanus Ao MEREEN and they WS 


Norway, Oman, Panama, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, 
Republic of Korea (South Korea), Romania, Saudi 
Arabia, Serbia, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Somalia, 
Spain, Sweden, Taiwan, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab 
Emirates, United Kingdom, and United States.’ 


Other regimes and forces backed by the West but not 
mentioned above partake in the war against the Islamic 
State in more distant regions. The African Union, Benin, 
Cameroon, Chad, Niger, and Nigeria are all involved in 
the war against Wilayat West Ifrigiyyah. Afghanistan, 
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Mongolia, NATO, and Pakistan 
— in addition to many of the countries mentioned in 
the first list — are involved in the war against Wilayat 


Khurasan.* Algeria, Libya, Tunisia, and Yemen are 
3 This list was released by the US State Department and reproduced by a number of Ame- 
rican media outlets. It forgets to mention Iran, Russia, and Syria, all crucial members of the 
coalition against the Islamic State. 

4 More than thirteen thousand troops belonging to crusader and apostate regimes conti- 
nue to occupy Afghanistan in defense of the apostate Afghan regime. Armenia, Azerbaijan, 
and Mongolia, as well as many nations mentioned in the “Operation Inherent Resolve” list 
— including Turkey - are members of this NATO crusader campaign known as “Operation 
Resolute Support.” As for Pakistan, then it is a close ally of the United States in the war 
against Wilayat Khurasan. 
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involved in the war against the Islamic State in their 
respective regions. The Jewish state is openly involved 
in the war against Wilayat Sayna in addition to being 
covertly involved alongside the crusaders in most of the 
campaigns against the Islamic State wilayat. The Gulf 
Cooperation Council, India, Indonesia, Malaysia, the 
Organization of “Islamic” Cooperation, Kyrgyzstan, and 
Switzerland are also involved — on a political, financial, 
intelligence, and in the case of most of them, military 
level — in the campaign against Islam and its Khilafah.° 


Then there are the most important allies of the Americans: 
Iran, Syria, and Russia. 


Front Stage Cooperation 


Although the Western crusaders’ cooperation with 
Iran, Syria, and Russia, is undeniable, they attempt to 
downplay it officially to conceal their role in the Safawi 
war against the Muslims. Here we will provide some 
insight into this relationship despite the matter being 
more visible than the sun at noon on a clear day. 


Even before the blessed operations of September 11°, 
America had cooperated with Iran through the United 
Nations “Six Plus Two Group on Afghanistan,” part 
of a plot against the mujahidin of Khurasan. After 
September 11%, the cooperation developed into what 
would become known as “the Geneva Contact Group” 
during the presidency of the crusader George W. Bush. 
It entailed Iran providing intelligence to the crusaders, 
building up the relationship between the crusaders and 
the “Northern Alliance,” and arresting mujahidin who 
attempted to cross the Iranian border on their way to Iraqi 
Kurdistan or other destinations. Iran provided some of its 
ports and airbases for the crusader mission, its “Islamic 
Revolutionary Guards Corps” cooperated with US Special 
Ops and the CIA in Afghanistan, and it partook in the 
establishment of the apostate puppet Afghan regime. In 
the months leading up to the American invasion of Iraq, 
the Americans cooperated with Iran again, but this time 
mainly through the British Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office. The cooperation climaxed through the formation 
of the Safawi regime of Iraq, essentially a puppet of Iran.° 


On “6 November 2014,” the “Wall Street Journal” released 


an article titled “Obama Wrote Secret Letter to Irans 


5 This is a partial list. If one were also to add to it the countries that are involved covertly, 
tacitly, or passively in the war against the Islamic State, it would include all the countries of 
the world, especially considering that no kāfir aslī nation has a truce with the Islamic State. 
6 This cooperation has been documented by American, British, and Iranian media. There 
are also statements on the record by Hillary Mann, James Dobbins, Karl Inderfurth - three 
former American diplomats involved in this plot - as well as Jack Straw (former British 
foreign secretary), Mohsen Aminzadeh (former Iranian deputy foreign minister), and Mo- 
hammad Khatami (former Iranian president), all explaining the justifications, history, and 
details of their meetings. 
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The crusaders were cooperating with Iran 
prior to September 11", and following the 
blessed attacks their cooperation grew 





Khamenei about Fighting Islamic State — Presidential 
Correspondence with Ayatollah Stresses Shared U.S.- 
Iranian Interests in Combating Insurgents, Urges 
Progress on Nuclear Talks.” In the article, they report 
that “Obama secretly wrote to Iran’s Supreme Leader 
Ayatollah Ali Khamenei” and that his letter “described 
a shared interest in fighting Islamic State militants in 
Iraq and Syria.” The letter was “aimed both at buttressing 
the campaign against Islamic State and nudging Iran’s 
religious leader closer to a nuclear deal” and stressed “that 
any cooperation on Islamic State was largely contingent 
on Iran reaching a comprehensive agreement with global 
powers on the future of Tehran’s nuclear program.” The 
letter also “marked at least the fourth time Obama has 
written Iran’s most powerful political and religious leader 
since taking office in 2009 and pledging to engage with 
Tehran’s Islamist government” and “underscores that 
Obama views Iran as important to his emerging 
military and diplomatic campaign to push Islamic State 
from the territories it has gained.” Through the letter, 
Obama seeks “to assuage Iran’s concerns about the future 
of its close ally, President Bashar al-Assad of Syria” and 
reassures Iran that “the U.S.’s military operations inside 
Syria aren't targeted at Assad or his security forces.” They 
also report that “the Obama administration launched 
secret talks with Iran in the Omani capital of Muscat 


AAEE 
le Iranian Safawiyyin 


in mid-2012” and that “White House press secretary 
Josh Earnest ... acknowledged U.S. officials in the past 
have discussed the Islamic State campaign with Iranian 
officials on the sidelines of international nuclear talks. He 
added the negotiations remain centered on Iran’s nuclear 
program.” They also report that “Obama sent two letters 
to Iran’s 75-year-old supreme leader during the first half 
of 2009, calling for improvements in U.S.-Iran ties ... 
U.S.-Iran relations have thawed considerably since the 
election of President Hasan Rouhani in June 2013. He 
and Obama shared a 15-minute phone call in September 
2013, and Messrs. Kerry and Zarif have regularly held 
direct talks on the nuclear diplomacy and regional 
issues” and that “the State Department has confirmed 
that senior U.S. officials have discussed Iraq with Zarif 
on the sidelines of nuclear negotiations in Vienna. U.S. 
diplomats have also passed on messages to Tehran via 
Abadi’s government in Baghdad and through the offices 
of [raqs Grand Ayatollah Ali al-Sistani, among the most 
powerful religious leaders in the Shiite world. Among the 
messages conveyed to Tehran, according to U.S. officials, 
is that U.S. military operations in Iraq and Syria aren't 
aimed at weakening Tehran or its allies. “We've passed on 
messages to the Iranians through the Iraqi government 
and Sistani saying our objective is against ISIL; said a 
senior U.S. official briefed on these communications. 
‘Were not using this as a platform to reoccupy Iraq or to 


2 


undermine Iran.” 


After this letter, the Rafidi Khamenei responded himself 
with a letter to Obama. The “Wall Street Journal” 
reported in an article on “13 February 2015” titled 
“Irans Ayatollah Sends New Letter to Obama amid 





Nuclear Talks” that Khamenei responded positively with 
a letter seeking better relations with the United States 
and further cooperation against the Islamic State. 


But the cooperation was already there on the ground for 
some time. On “31 August 2014,” the “New York Times” 
released an article titled “U.S. and Iran Unlikely Allies in 
Iraq Battle.” They report that a senior US administration 
official said, “Any coordinating with the Shiite militias 
was not done by us — it would have been done by the 
ISF [the ‘Iraqi Security Forces’]” and then comment 
on his words with the following: “But it is well known 
that the Shiite militias have been fighting alongside the 
army in recent months as the threat from ISIS became 
clear.” Later in the article, they say that “the Obama 
administration has tried to avoid being seen as taking 
sides in a sectarian war, because the Shiite militias are 
especially feared by Iraq’s Sunnis. But for the weekend 
at least, the realities on the ground appeared to override 
any concerns of effectively supporting the militias.” 
Essentially, the Americans cooperate with Iran, its forces, 
and its militias, but through the Safawi Iragi regime — in 
imitation of those Jews who worked but “did not work” 
on Saturday despite the prohibition and who were thus 
transformed into apes and swine. ‘This is similar to the 
Jawlani front’s claim that they do not cooperate with the 
tawaghit when they cooperate with the factions of the 
tawaghit... 


As for American cooperation with the Syrian regime, 
then this has been the case since the US rendition 
program that saw many mujahidin sent to Syria only 


to be tortured at the hands of the Baathist Nusayriyyah 
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on behalf of the Americans. The Syrian regime was also 
behind a crackdown in Syria against all supporters of 
the jihad against the Americans in Iraq around the time 
of the rise of the pro-American Sahwah. Many of these 
Sahwah factions would have their leadership stationed 
in Syria and the Friday sermons would be directed to 
supporting them. The US-Syrian cooperation became 
most manifest recently in the crusader airstrikes. The 
“Washington Post” reported on “23 September 2014” in 
an article titled “Syria Informed in Advance of U.S.-Led 
Airstrikes against Islamic State” that a State Department 
spokeswoman said, “Syria was informed by the United 
States in advance of airstrikes against targets including 
Islamic State strongholds.” The article adds that this 
“marked a rare display of interaction between Washington 
and envoys for Syrian President Bashar al-Assad. ... 
Army Lt. Gen. William C. Mayville Jr., the Pentagon's 
director for operations, described Syrian military radar 
as ‘passive’ during the strikes, with no attempt to counter 
them. ... [T]he outreach suggests a small but important 
shift by the United States and its allies, which have 
given diplomatic and limited military support to rebels 
seeking to overthrow Assad. ‘The expansion of U.S.-led 
airstrikes into Syria could now open new channels to 
Assad’s government ... ‘The state-run Syrian Arab News 
Agency (SANA) said the United States informed Syria’s 
representative to the United Nations that it would carry 
out airstrikes. [US State Department spokeswoman Jen] 
Psaki confirmed the contact but did not say when it 
occurred.” The article also references a “SANA” report 
that stated Secretary of State John Kerry had sent a letter 
to Walid Muallem (Nusayri regime foreign minister) 
to inform him of the crusaders’ plan to begin striking 
Islamic State positions. 


According to a report by Reuters on the same date titled 
“Syria's U.N. Envoy Says Told of Airstrikes by Samantha 
Power,’ “Syrias U.N. Ambassador Bashar Jaafari told 
Reuters on Tuesday that he was personally informed by 
U.S. Ambassador Samantha Power of imminent U.S. 
and Arab airstrikes against Islamic State targets on Syrian 
territory hours ahead of time. Jaafari said Power told him 
on Monday morning that the military action would be 
carried out. He added that ‘were in close coordination 
with Iraq. The U.S. mission confirmed that Power had 
informed Jaafari.” 


This was reiterated by the tāghūt Bashār in a BBC 
interview on “10 February 2015.” In an article titled 
“Assad Says Syria Is Informed on Anti-IS Air Campaign,” 
the BBC reports, “Syria's President Bashar al-Assad says 
his government is receiving messages from the US- 
led coalition battling the jihadist group, Islamic State. 
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Assad told the BBC that there had been no direct co- 
operation since air strikes began in Syria in September. 
But third parties - among them Iraq — were conveying 
‘information ... about sorties by US and Arab warplanes 
over Syria.” 


America has also served Syrian regime interests by backing 
the PKK, a party closely allied with the regime since the 
beginning of the war in Sham and which continues to fight 
alongside the regime in Wilayat al-Barakah. America also 
insists on preserving the Baathist regime and its Nusayri 
army so as to guarantee a transition towards a pluralistic 
state in accordance with the American religion. ‘Their 
only condition is superficial; they request the taghut 
Asad be removed but the rest of his regime and army 
remain intact. This is then placed on the bargaining table 
with the apostates of the Syrian National Coalition and 
the Free Syrian Army. 


The American serving of Syrian regime interests was 
also highlighted by former US Defense Secretary Chuck 
Hagel. The “Washington Times” reports on “30 October 
2014” in an article titled “Syria Airstrikes Spur White 
House Infighting over Benefit to Assad” that “Defense 
Secretary Chuck Hagel acknowledged for the first time 
Thursday that the U.S.-led airstrikes against the Islamic 
State are benefiting Syrian President Bashar Assad ... “Yes, 
Assad derives some benefit,’ Hagel told reporters at the 
Pentagon ... Describing the circumstances inside Syria as 
complicated, Hagel said the administration is continuing 
to call for Assad’s ouster despite the appearance of 
aiding him.” The report adds that an administration 
source informed them that “the logic among some in 
the administration was that hitting Syrian assets would 


damage nuclear talks between the U.S. and Iran, a close 


ally of Assad.” 


Russia, in addition to being on the side of the United 
States, the Rafidah, and the Nusayriyyah in Iraq and 
Sham in the war against the Islamic State, is also involved 
in the war against Wilayat al-Qawqaz. As for Iraq and 
Sham, then the Director of Russian Federal Security 
Service (FSB) Alexander Bortnikov told journalists on 
“20 February 2015” that “the United States and Russia 
may start exchanging intelligence in order to defeat the 
Islamic State.” This was preceded by a report from the 
“New York Times” on “14 October 2014” titled “U.S. 
and Russia Agree to Share More Intelligence on ISIS.” 
In the report, they state, “Secretary of State John Kerry 
said on ‘Tuesday that the United States and Russia had 
agreed to share more intelligence on the Islamic State, as 
he sought to lay the basis for improved cooperation with 
Moscow. ... Kerry made it clear that he would welcome 
expanded cooperation with Putin after a meeting here 
with Sergey V. Lavrov, the Russian foreign minister. ... 
Noting that 500 or more Islamic State volunteers may 
have come from Russia, Kerry said that he had proposed 
that the two sides intensify intelligence sharing on the 
militant group and other terrorist threats, and that Lavrov 
had agreed. Opening the door to cooperation in Iraq, 
Kerry said Lavrov had agreed to explore whether Russia 
could do more to support Iraq's beleaguered government 
as it battles the Islamic State — including by providing 
weapons.” 


Russia also openly supports the Iraqi regime backed by the 
United States. Through the state-run news agency Itar- 
Tass, the Russian Foreign Ministry released a statement 
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on “26 September 2014” about a meeting held between 
Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov and Iraqi Prime 
Minister Haider al-Abadi. The Foreign Ministry said in 
the statement, “During the meeting, Lavrov confirmed 
Russias support for Iraqs independence, territory 
integrity and sovereignty ... Moscow is ready to continue 
supporting Iraq in its efforts in fighting the terrorist 
threat, and, first of all, the one from the Islamic State.” 


According to the “New York Times” in an article titled 
“Russian Jets and Experts Sent to Iraq to Aid Army” 
released on “29 June 2014,” “Iraqi government officials 
said Sunday that Russian experts had arrived in Iraq to 
help the army get 12 new Russian warplanes into the 
fight against Sunni extremists ... ‘In the coming three 
or four days the aircraft will be in service to support our 
forces in the fight’ against the insurgents of the Islamic 
State in Iraq and Syria, said Gen. Anwar Hama Ameen, 
the commander of the Iraqi Air Force, referring to five 
SU-25 aircraft that were flown into Iraq aboard Russian 
cargo planes Saturday night, and two more expected later 
Sunday. ... [T]he Iragi Air Force commander, General 
Ameen, said that Russian military experts had arrived 
to help set up the new SU-25 warplanes, but that they 
would stay only a short time. The last five Russian aircraft 
would arrive by Monday, he said. ... This was the first 
report of Russian military aides in the country, although 
General Ameen said they were experts, not advisers. ... 
On Thursday, Prime Minister Nuri Kamal al-Maliki said 
the Iraqis, in an arrangement with the Russian Ministry 
of Defense, had ordered a dozen SU-25s, a ground-attack 
fighter jet useful for close air support operations. “They 
are coming very fast,’ General Ameen said in a telephone 
interview, ‘because we need them in this conflict against 
the terrorists as soon as possible.’ He said the Russians 
would leave within around three days after the aircraft 
were ready for service. ... Still, General Ameen said they 
would soon see action again. “We have pilots who have 
long experience in this plane and of course we have the 
help of the Russian friends and the experts who came 
with these aircraft to prepare them, he said. “This will 
produce a very strong punishment against the terrorists 
in the coming days.’ ... The new aircraft ‘will increase 
and support the strength and capability of the Iraqi air 
forces to eliminate terrorism, a statement issued by the 


Iraqi Ministry of Defense said.” 


According to “The Hill” in an article titled “Hagel: US 
knows Iran, Russia aiding Iraq in fight against ISIS” 
released on “11 July 2014,” Chuck Hagel commented 
on reports that “quoted Iraqi military officials saying 
that Iran and Russia were conducting airstrikes in their 
country, hitting Islamic State in Iraq and Syria (ISIS) 
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targets, by saying, “We are aware of the Iranian and 
Russian efforts to help the Iraqis.” 


Hence, Iran and all its allies are directly involved in the 
crusaders’ war against the Islamic State. “Foreign Policy” 
reports on “12 November 2014” in an article titled “Who 
Has Contributed What in the Coalition against the 
Islamic State?” “Although Iran is not an acknowledged 
coalition partner, it and the United States are conferring 
informally.” 


This was all topped by the “Joint Comprehensive Plan 
of Action” nuclear agreement between the American-led 
West and the Iranian regime backed by Russia. 


In the end, America serves the interests of the Safawi 
Empire with its airstrikes, intelligence, and politics, 
and the Safawi Empire cooperates with the Americans 
similarly against the mujahidin. This is done covertly, 
indirectly, and even publicly. The “middleman” — when 
needed — is the Safawi puppet regime in Iraq. David 
Petraeus (former top American military commander in 
Iraq) commented on the Obama administration's war, 
“This cannot be the United States being the air force for 
Shia militias or a Shia-on-Sunni Arab fight.” And this is 
exactly what is going on, but it is a war against Islam, not 
against Arabs. 


The Safawi Empire 


Revival of the Safawi Empire is the ultimate goal of the 
Rafidah of Iran. The Safawi Empire was founded by a 
Sufi tariqgah named the Safawiyyah. In its original form 
it ascribed to the “Sunnah” and the “Shafi?” madhhab, 
while combining within it the many extreme heresies of 
apostate Sufism. This deviant sect adopted Imami Shiism 
later after its founding and soon became a political and 
militant order fighting until its leader Ismail Ibn Haydar 
as-Safawi overtook Persia. He enforced Shiism upon the 
Sunni population until Persia became predominately 
Rafidi after being predominantly Sunni. His policies 
included executing Sunni scholars and massacring 
resistant Sunni populations. He was the most anti-Sunni 
ruler to come into power since the fall of the Ismaili 
‘Ubaydi state based in Egypt. The Safawi dynasty ruled 
from “1501-1736CE.” 


More than two hundred years later, the Rafidi Khomeini 
carried on the efforts of his Safawi predecessors and gave 
the Rafidi clerics direct power in politics via the concept 
he had been propagating known as “wilayat al-faqih” 
(“the guardianship of the jurist”) and through his so- 
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called “revolution.” Suddenly the Rafidi clerics were in 
direct control of Persia and within a few years, they were 
exporting their shirki religion to Sham, Iraq, the Arabian 
Peninsula, Khurasan, India, Turkey, Azerbaijan, Africa, 
and Southeast Asia. 


The Rafidah then overtook much of Yemen while siding 
with the American puppet Ali Abdullah Saleh, after 
already gaining power in Syria and Lebanon as a result of 
the Americans handing over Iraq to them after “Operation 
Iraqi Freedom.” Suddenly the “Shia Crescent” was growing 
from a crescent into a solar eclipse, ultimately threatening 
Islam everywhere. They united the Nusayriyyah, the 
Ism@iliyyah, and the Zaydiyyah behind their so-called 
“faqih” in a war against the Sunnah. Their plan is to 
continue waging war against Islam until the emergence of 
the “Mahdi” of the Rafidah, who, according to them, will 
speak Hebrew, rule by the Torah, be followed by the Jews, 
and kill all the Arabs — attributes undoubtedly befitting 
the Jewish Dajjal not the Muslim Mahdi.” 


The fact the apostate Rafidah are more cohesive, 
organized, fervent, and aggressive than the other allies of 
the crusaders — the apostate tawaghit and sahwat — has 
gained them the favor of the crusaders, and accordingly, 
the crusaders rely upon them and the Rafidah’s Kurdish 
allies more so than others in the war against the Khilafah. 
The Rafidah overall are more barbaric and united than 
the crusaders themselves, but the muwahhidin of the 
Khilafah have sharpened many knives and prepared 
many car bombs to slaughter the flocks of Rafidi sheep 
until the last Rafidi under the banner of ad-Dajjal dies. 


The Sahwah Coalitions 


The Sahwah was first named in Iraq but had existed as 
a phenomenon much earlier since post-Communist 
Afghanistan. The name is drawn from the Arabic 
word meaning “awakening.” The original Iraqi Sahwah 
consisted of tribal gangs who began to support the 
American crusaders against the mujahidin in “2005,” 
before the establishment of the Islamic State. This 
cooperation grew until Abdul Sattar al-Rishawi formed 
the “Anbar Awakening” council, one of the first officially 
American sahwat, supposedly “awakening” to face the 
mujahidin. These tribal support councils sided against 
the Islamic State with factional sahwat, many of which 
were already tribally driven. 


The factional sahwat could be classified into two 


categories: nationalist Ikhwani-oriented resistance 


7 See “The Mahdi of the Rafidah: The Dajjal” in this issue of Dabiq. 
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factions and nationalist Surtri- 
oriented? “jihādī? factions. ‘The 


“jihadi” factions (the “Islamic Army 
in Iraq,” “Jaysh al-Mujahidin,” and 
the “Shari Committee of Jaysh 
Ansar as-Sunnah,”?  and_ others) 
formed the “Jihad and Reform 
Front.” The resistance factions (the 
“1920 Revolution Brigades,” “Jaysh 
ar-Rashidin,” “Jaysh al-Muslimin fil- 
‘Irag,” and others) formed the “Jihad 
and Change Front,” which followed 
the formation of another resistance 
coalition known as the “Islamic 
Front for the Iraqi Resistance.” 
“had?” 


factions in these smaller coalitions 


Various resistance and 
ultimately merged into the “Political 
Council for the Iraqi Resistance,” 
with some smaller groups remaining 
on the sidelines to ultimately face 
All of 
fronts and councils were infamously 
influenced or infiltrated by “al-Hizb 
al-Islami,” the Iraqi branch of the 
Ikhwan. Shortly after the formation 


of these various fronts and councils, 


extinction. these various 


their “jihad” became the releasing of 


8 By then, the “Surtriyyah” was a pro-Saudi “Salafi” mo- 
vement that had abandoned a history of opposition to 
the Saudi tawaghit. Their leaders permit partaking in the 
apostasy of democratic elections and referendums. In the 
Arabian Peninsula, their movement was referred to as the 
“Sahwah” movement, unrelated to the Iraqi Sahwah. Two 
of its most famous leaders were Salman al-‘Awdah and 
Safar al-Hawali. The name “Surtri” is itself derived from 
the name of “Muhammad Surtr,’ who like Salman and Sa- 
far became fervently pro-Saudi after having a past against 
the Saudi tawaghit. In general, one can summarize the 
Sururiyyah as being an Ikhwani flavor of “Salafiyyah.” May 
Allah humiliate these wicked “scholars” and their taghit 
Saudi masters. 

9 This is a group that insisted upon joining the Iraqi Sah- 
wah and broke off from Ansar al-Islam. 





political statements having no reality 
on the ground. Their only active 
war was against the Islamic State as 
they had agreed to a truce with the 
Americans and decided the so-called 
“Khawarij” were the greater enemy of 
Islam! 


The “Ikhwanization” of “jihad” was 
behind the treacheries and deviances 
of Burhanuddin Rabbani, Ahmad 
Shah Massoud, and Abdul Rasul 
Sayyaf in Afghanistan, Abdullo Nuri 
in Tajikistan, Abdelhakim Belhadj, 
Abdel Wahab Qaid, Abdel-Hakim 
al-Hasidi, and Sami Mustafa as- 
Saidi in Libya, Sharif Sheikh Ahmed 
in Somalia, Mohamed Abu Samra, 
Kamal Habib, Nabil Naeem, Karam 
Zuhdi, Abbud al-Zumar, Tarek al- 
Zumar, Najih Ibrahim, Usamah 
Hafidh, ‘Asim ‘Abdil-Majid, ‘Isam 
Dirbalah, ‘Adul-Akhir al-Ghunaymi, 
and Usamah Rushdi in Egypt, and 


Hamas in Palestine.!° 


It was the “Ikhwanization” of “jihad” 
thatledtothe formation of the “Libyan 
Dawn” congress and the Ikhwani 
“Syrian Revolutionary Command 
Council” allied with the Ikhwan of 
the “Syrian National Coalition” and 
its “interim government.” 


It is the “Ikhwanization” of “jihad” 
that has led to the formation, merger, 
and break up of various fronts and 


10 See “From the Pages of History” in this issue of Dabiq. 


operational rooms inside Sham in 
a manner very similar to that of 
Iraq, except in a crucial aspect, the 
factional sahwat of Iraq were factions 
formerly waging war themselves 
against the American crusaders, 
making normalization of relations 
with the 


awkward. As for the factional sahwat 


crusaders somewhat 
of Sham, then since the beginning 
of the war in Sham, they have 
begged for American, European, 
Arab, and Turkish intervention or 
at least aid and have drawn closer 
to their various supporters and allies 
publically and privately, making 


their transformation into sahwat 


something natural and expected. 


And like the sahwat of Iraq, there 
Sham the nationalist 
resistance factions (“Jaysh al- 
Mujahidin,” the “Shamiyyah Front,” 
“Faylaq ash-Sham,” etc.) and the 
nationalist “jihadi” factions (“Ahrar 
ash-Sham,” “Jaysh al-Islam,” and the 
Jawlani front). And like the various 
fronts and councils formed in Iraq 


were in 


whose member factions promised to 
entirely dissolve but instead broke 
up and never actually achieved 
their intended merger, the various 
coalitions and fronts in Sham like the 
“Islamic Front” and “Jaysh al-Fath” 
continue to consist of independent 
factions refusing to dissolve into a 
greater entity and insisting upon 
further division. It is the disease of 
hizbiyyah and the love of leadership 
that continues to plague them, in 
addition to their extreme deviance. 


this and 
deepening division that led to the 


It was also constant 


Americans favoring the Safawi 
regime in Irag to the Sahwah project, 
eventually abandoning the apostate 
Sahwat to the whims and desires of 
the Safawi “fagih” of Iran, who in 
turn betrayed them after years of 
the Sahwah serving the interests of 
the Safawi regime in Iraq and the 


crusaders. 
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And the sahwat — whether in Sham, Iraq, Libya, Pakistan, 
Afghanistan, Yemen, and elsewhere — in addition to 
their leaders travelling from Jordan to “Saudi” Arabia to 
Kuwait to Qatar to Turkey to the United Kingdom to 
the United States, have one thing in common; they are 
Machiavellian. For them, the ends justify the means, and 
accordingly the achievement of any “good” or pursuit of 
any “interest” justifies apostasy and hypocrisy. They do 
not adopt opinions based on evidence, rather they search 
for weak and odd opinions in pursuit of leadership, 
wealth, and honor, and to justify their wala to the kuffar 
and barah from the Muslims. When their deeds become 
blatant fighting for the cause of the crusaders and the 
tawaghit against Islam and the Muslims, they attempt 
to portray themselves as merely seeking the aid of the 
kuffar against the so-called “Khawarij”! Then the various 
“jihadi” Sahwah factions — driven by irja and hizbiyyah 
— apostatize and ally with the nationalist factions against 
the common enemy — the “Khawarij” — while fabricating 
excuses for the kufr of their nationalist allies to portray 
them as merely mistaken Muslims fighting against a 
dangerous enemy, and accordingly any kufr committed 
for “self-defense” is excused! Perhaps sooner rather than 
later, their hizbiyyah will get the better of them, and they 
will begin pointing their arms at each other in pursuit 


of political dominance on what little land they have 
“liberated.” 


An Opportunity for Noble Deeds 


As for the Muslim who is unable to perform hijrah 
from darul-kufr to the Khilafah, then there is much 
opportunity for him to strike out against the kafir 
enemies of the Islamic State. There are more than seventy 
crusader nations, tāghūt regimes, apostate armies, rafidi 
militias, and sahwah factions for him to choose from. 
Their interests are located all over the world. He should 
not hesitate in striking them wherever he can. In addition 
to killing crusader citizens anywhere on the earth, 
what, for example, prevents him from targeting Rafidi 
communities in Dearborn (Michigan), Los Angeles, and 
New York City? Or targeting Panamanian” diplomatic 
missions in Jakarta, Doha, and Dubai? Or targeting 
Japanese diplomatic missions in Bosnia, Malaysia, and 
Indonesia? Or targeting Saudi diplomats in Tirana 
(Albania), Sarajevo (Bosnia), and Pristina (Kosovo)? Or 
executing major Sahwah sponsors in Qatar, Kuwait, and 
“Saudi” Arabia? What prevents him from targeting the 
allies of the PKK and Peshmerga in Europe and America 
including the “Confederation of Kurdish Associations 


11 What did the pathetic state of Panama expect to achieve for its citizens except more ter- 
ror when it arrogantly entered into the American-led coaliation against the Islamic State? 
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in Europe” (KON-KURD -— based in Brussels) and the 
“International Kurdish Businessmen Union” (KAR-SAZ 
— based in Rotterdam), both of which are infamous for 


their financial support of the PKK? 


If one is held back from hijrah for whatever reason, he is 
not excused from performing jihad against the enemies 
of Islam near him. {O you who have believed, fight 
those adjacent to you of the disbelievers and let them 
find in you harshness. And know that Allah is with the 
righteous} [At-Tawbah: 123]. 


Conclusion 


The patience and perseverance of the Muslims in the Battle 
of al-Ahzab meant they were a force to be reckoned with, 
and coupled with their numerous military victories, their 
enemy would soon have to admit defeat and concede to 
a truce, as occurred in al-Hudaybiyah, the violation of 
which by the mushrikin of Quraysh led to the eventual 
Conquest of Makkah. 


The various jihad claimants attempt to change the order 
of events in the Sirah. The events of Hudaybiyah they 
have twisted, and thereby made into a so-called “figh” 
by which they water down the obligations of jihād and 
wala and bara. They forget that Hudaybiyah came after 
the hijrah, the establishment of the prophetic state, 
and the victory at Badr. It came after the patience and 
perseverance displayed in Uhud and al-Ahzab. It came 
at a time the Muslims were a powerful force, no longer 
threatened by annihilation at the hands of Quraysh. It 
came at a time when Quraysh feared the Muslims as a 
formidable adversary. 


The sahwat, on the other hand, race towards the 
crusaders... and even the apostates! The sahwat then 
enter under their wing, obey their orders in exchange 
for aid and support, and wage war against the Islamic 
State while they themselves resist implementation of the 
Shariah, all whilst claiming that this is from the “figh” 
of Hudaybiyah, whereas, the fiqh of Hudaybiyah was in 
the patience of the Messenger $ and his companions 
in all the battles preceding Hudaybiyah. It was in the 
recognition of their Lord’s promise in the assembly of 
al-Ahzab. It was in their constant jihad and wala and 
bara that never ceased. It was in the achievement of 
consolidation by which their signing of a truce came 
from a position of power not weakness, and thereby its 
stipulations ultimately only served the interests of the 


Muslim body. 


Finally, it is not the apostasy and deviance of the weak- 
hearted and the hypocrites that will lead to the truce with 
the Romans before the Hour, rather it is the patience and 
perseverance of the mujahidin on their way to further 
consolidation and greater expansion in the face of the 
international crusade against Islam that will achieve such. 


O Allah, turner of hearts, keep our hearts firm upon Your 
path until the last of us fights under the banner of al- 


Masih & against ad-Daijjal. 


qh ^ 
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